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speculation anong etudents and faemlty as to the comparative 
grades earned by college studeuts Who nave become nanbere of 
sociel fraternities and those wuo have not affiliated then 
selves with any such organisations. 

Statements have been mode that the study conditions in 
organised houses encourage improper study habits and in this 
Way bring about a loser type of acholarehip among students 
who hewe ability te do a higher type of work, ‘this ia even 
more extremely steted by sone whe say fraternity life causes 
students to forget the real purpose of college. in defense 
Wo have the following arguments. Fraternities realize there 
ia a chance for this condition to exist, and guard against 
It by having especial study houree In the fraternity there 
is also the opportunity of helplng tue weaker student in bis 
Work, und in thie way eneoursge a higher sta:dord, 

fais stud has deen mate in en effort te show stati 
tlealiy whether there is auy valid difference in grades 
eurned by the two groupe. 

In tufe study a. attempt nas been made to determine 

whether or not there exists within the fraternities Int la- 


ences whiten tend to raise OF lower tie ecnelastic ratings of 
their memoors ae compared with ratings of those uno are not 
menvers of ary organized houses 


REV TE OF LIPEAAQURE Ob Tas SU gr 


Very little Mteratare 4e available on this subject 
cheept stud les sinilar to tite On@e Tne following studies 
here Pefered to have all bec made in colleges and untvere 
sitios in the United states. 

arlob, while a student 1% the University of kalne, 
reports no significant difference cetween grades earned by 
tne d groupe. fils study grouped all fraternity people 
against all nom-fraternity people. Grates were secured for 
each group in numerous courses ae English, algebra, enemies 
: try and 80 on. Is data Were gathered over an eleven ger 
period. 

bother study by Constance, of the University of oregon, 
states, “Fraternity frosemes of the University of oregon are 
about the same as non-frateraity freahmen on the basis of 
payeielogical test scores, are inferior te them In grades 
eerned in high school, but on the average secure better 
graces in the Ualversity. <Sorerlties show the same benavier 
except that their fresimes are better than the nen-sorority 
frostmen Women on the mental test basis. Sis conclusions 


are to the effect — nouses seen to encourage 
aride of low abliity to 4 better Work, and thet fresimen 
of frateroities of the University of oregon secure higher 
gredese-in proportion to their abllities--tnan do the non - 
fraternity freshmens the AnteLligenee teat petings were 
obtained from the mer ican Counetl on uueation Tes ts, 
High seneol grades were also obtained in order to deteralne 
previous achievements. ee te 
reporte 

fhe above tue reports referred to were theses prepared 
for Ne Ae (agrees : 

Johmson in a study at the University of Minnesota found 
that sorerity pledges rack below the average woenn in tne 
telligence test rank and that fraternity pledges rank above 
the average mane In scholarship the sererity pledges did 
» Little cetter than other women, while the frateratty 
Pleiges did tet inetly vorse than ether mon, 

ae Re Carnoek, Dean of men in the University of 
iilineis found in ea etudy covering a period of five youre 
that the average grate of fraternity mon was lower than tue 
average graie of ali von-fraternity nen, ho test ranks were 
given in this report. ech year the results of this study 
Were published. In the course of the five rear por lod the 


fraternities consistantly 01066 their grate averages from 
year to year, but not enough to equal the grade average of 
the soc~fvaternity group. 

In a study made by Wiss Grey at the kansas State igrie 
cultural College fer the Department of Jgricultural sconome 
ies, all fraternity and nou-frateruity students were studied 
for a period of one senesters hesuits of this study show 
the non-fraternity group excelling the fraternity group in 
every Case except one. This one case was in the sephonore 
elass of the Division of veterinary edieine, Tile atady 
aiso shows the pledge group excelling in twe eases, one be- 
ing the junior class of the Division of Engineering, the 
other te senior classe of the vis ien of General Science. 

_ Little significance, however, attaches to the superiority 
of pledges in thie case because many pledges among the 

upperclassmes are “repeaters” and therefore are uo doubt 

repeating many courses in wolch they have previously failed, 


BBTHOD Aci’ MATBRIAL 


in proceeding with tuis study, uames were secured of 
ail fraternity ars sorority students attend g Kansag State 
igvieultural college during the year 1987-86. ‘The percent 
11 rank of each was obteine’ from the freshmen Intelligence 


teste given each fall. ach kraternity member vas matened 
wite a non-fraternity student of the same intelifgence test 
Parke Students of the same @iviston, ae *ell as the sane 
Glass, vere matebed against each other, For example, there 
were fifty two boys in the 11 10 of General Seience whe 
belengec to fraternities in lWE7-28, Fifty-two non-fratere 5 
nity dos of the Pivialeon of Ceneral Seclence and of the sane is 
teat ranks Were matched against then. Sophonoeres were 

ma wehe against sephomores, juniors against juniors and so 

en, Special care vas teken to secure an entirely represent 
tive sampling, For imstence, when there Was more than one 

eholce of students who aight ve chosen to be aatehe? against 

a certain frate:mity member, the one Whose nese appeared ;‘ 
closest in aipuavetical order to the one it wae being match 

ed against was taken, This matching vas all dene before 

any of the grades vere known to us. : 


the grades for each were ootained and grade averages 

for each person calewlated. lYumerical grade values vere 
obtained for each student oy assigning values to each letter 
— in the following way: 

F = 1 polnt per semester hour. 

D & poigis per semester hour. 

G + 3 points per semester hour. 

& 4 points per semester hour. 


& = 5 points per semester hours 
nie enanged tae graces into units dust could be more rend 
iiy used in calculations. — she ade average obtained from 
thie was the ratio of the eum total of points to the tetal 

“his proceedure was followed for each devision for the 
year 1987-28, and for the Divisions of Wome Keonomice and 
grieulture for 1928-29, nese two Civisions were stud 10 
for a two year period te see if results for one year ehecked 
with these of another year. ino these two Givisione have 
feuer curricule and represent stucents tho are taking wore 
nearly the same courses than either the Divisions of General 
Selenee or ingincering. the Division of Veterinary Yedicine 
uus not Included in this study, The enrollment in this 
Givieion was so small it wan impossible te get a large 
enough seupling to be of any value. 

Freshmen pledges, as well «ag setive nem ers, vere 
studied. Freennen pledges vere matened against non-frater- 
nity freshuen. ine same motiod of matening tue pledges was 
feilowed as that followed in matching the active menbers. 
uore too all divisions were stu led during the year 10%, 
and Im addition the Pivisfons of Home Keonomica and Agricule 
ture during the year 18-8. 

every effort has een nue to secure te groups as 


nel alike in every reepest, as possible, except for tue 
fact that one group velonge! te fraternities and tue other 
group di not. any difference in grades sioulé be due, en, 
to GArterences in study nabkte and study conditions. 7 


TASLES AND GLPLIBATION OF Tava 


From the data shown in Table I iméleating grade 
averages end grade differences of fraternity and non-frater- 
nity students we find that, in all eases wut one, the none 
fraternity group excelled tue fratersity group. this table 
also shows differences as high ss forty-four ene~hundreéthe 
of a grade step in Infivicual cases. In combining tue 
peeultes from all divisions for both the First and second 
sevesters, boys and giris Ike, We ovteln e result whieh 
388111 is indleative of superiority Im grades earned by non- 3 
fraternity students. It 111 also be noted in this table 
that grade averages for frate:nlty women are ¢inost the 
game as those for non-fraternity nen. Authorities generally 
recognize an appreciavle difference vetwean grades of men, 
and graues of vonen. These dota show the non-fraternity 
men earning grades equal to fraternity women, The probable 
errere in @ll eases are large, however, they ¢iminish with 
| en increase in the number of cusea represented. 

The fact that the fraternity students in the division 
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of Agriculture seem to almost equal the non-fraternity 
students in grades, can be explained by the fact that there 
and these fraternities stress scnolarship. these tee 
frate: nities made up perhaps seventy-five pereent of tue 
fraternity students in the Pe artment of Agriculture. This 
result ie certainly indicative of the value of fraternities 
encouraging students to do etter sehool work. 

Table Ii shows the grade averages and grace differences 
of pledge and non~pletge groups. Aeoults in each case 
correspond fairly eli with those shown in Table Ie In the 
bivisien ef Home Acononmies the pledge group excelled the 
non- pledge group two different semesters, ere, as in the 
Divielon of agriculture, where the fraternity group about 
equalled the non-fraternity group, the grade differences 
were anal. In no case did the fraternity or pledge group 
excectd the non-fraternity or none-pledge group more than 
a one-wndreatnus of a grade step. In combining boys’ and 
Sire! grades for all semesters the difference vetween the 
tue groups in coth the pledge group and the fraternity group 
Vas the ane, t.e., twenty-four one-hundredtha of « grade 
ae, 

Gable III shows the correlations of grade averages and 
intelilgemce renk for each group of students, together 


with the provable error of each correlation. this gave ne 
resulte of value, igh grades received by a student of low 
abliity would have the sane effect on a correlation as lew 
Er ade received by one of high ability. I have, however, 


included this table as it shows those groups which are doing 
work that their ability indicates they are capable of doings 


fables i¥, V and VI are self explanitory. ‘hey show corre« 
jations of frestman groups md combined correlations of 
those divisions Which Were studied fer a two year periods 
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Table III. 


fable Showing Correletion of Grade iverages and Intelligence 


rest cores of Praternity and Son-freternity Groups 


Table IV. 


fable chewing Correlation of Grade Averages and Intelligence 
Pest cores of Freshman Sledge und Yonepledge Groups 


fable J. 


Agriculture Students 


Table Vie 


Freshmen Pledges end on-pledgen 


CoBCls ions 


it is evident from this 8 thas in the Kansas State 
agricultural College there does exist sone éifference in 
grades earned by students in fraternities and those stutente 
whe do not belong to fratemitiess Tue differences is not 
amagingly large out still large enough to be of some sige 
nificance. dne wight conclute this difference Ind 10 tes 
vetter study conditions in the unorganised houses. again 
one might point to the fact tant there may be a factor which 
would tend to wake fraternity life more attractive te toose 
students Who are naturally inclined to be less etudicus. 
nie Would eliminate the more studious, and select a type 
of student for fraternity aenberahip whe perhaps considered 
social achievements sore valuable than scholastic achieves 
en b. 

it was found in connection with thie study that pledges 
and non-plediges rank about the same in intelligence test 
res. The fact that this study and ee Greyte, each tee 
ing carried out by a different method, obtained practically 
the game results makes each of the studies appear more valid, 

It has boom pointed out that the Division of Agricule 
ture has two professional frsternities, each of whic stress« 
09 scholarahip, Since the fraternity students of tuat 


division snow the result of the extra effort in the fact of 
having higher grade averages than any other group of men, 
possibly ali fraternities cn seeomplish the ease result 
A some desirable study plan would be malo to function 
effectively within each houses 

Bo doubt if studies of toils kind were made yearly and 
their findings published, freternity students would becone 

avare of the difference that exists in their grade averages 
and an atteapt would be mate te bring their grade averages 
up to tho grade average of the non-fraternity groupes 


Agknowledgnent ie given Dre J. Ce Peterson for suggeat- 
ing this problem for a thesle, and for the interest he has 
shown in this study. I an indebted to him for hie constant 
help and many suggestions. 
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